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ABSTRACT 

This thesis is to apply Foucault's two main methodologies, archeology and genealogy, to two plays by Harold Pinter 
entitled The Hothouse and The Dumb Waiter. The first period of Foucault's career called archeology deals with the study of 
archive; that is, the study of the systems that establish statements as events or things. In other words, archeology is 
concerned with the examination of the discourses that are uttered, and the conditions that make a particular discourse be 
accepted as knowledge in a particular period. The second half of Foucault's mental period is named genealogy dealing with 
some special terms such as power relations, power/ knowledge, discipline, and resistance. In Foucault's idea, in every 
community there is a sort of power relations which is institutionalized rather than individualized. That is, power is exercised 
through different institutions and organizations throughout the society. Moreover, Foucault holds the idea that in modern 
societies these diverse institutions try to control individual, and exercise power relations on them through using some 
disciplinary practices which concentrate on individual’s mind or psyche rather than his/her body. According to Foucault, 
networks of power through controlling the individuals, and using disciplinary practices try to determine some particular 
discourse as the dominant one, and some particular piece of information as the true and absolute knowledge in a given 
period. Unlike Marxists who regard power as something oppressive and negative, Foucault argues that power can be 
productive and positive because it can be both a mean of oppression and resistance. Based on Foucault's opinion, wherever 
there is power, there is resistance too. This thesis is to look for the clues of Foucault's idea concerning his key terms related 
to his two famous methodologies, archeology and genealogy, such as power relations, discourse, power/ knowledge, 
disciplinary practices and resistance. In both plays by Harold Pinter, The Hothouse and The Dumb Waiter, there are some 
repressive networks of power which try to impose their own discourse and knowledge as the ideal ones through exercising 
some disciplinary practices on individuals. Therefore, those who resist against these networks of power, and do not accept 
the dominant discourse, norms and rules are condemned to silence and stifling. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The subject of this research paper is “The Hothouse & The Dumb Waiter by Harold Pinter: A Reading Based on 
Foucault's Archeological and Genealogical Methodologies”. In other words, the researcher in this research has tried to look 
for some particular key terms related to each particular period in Foucault's career. The first period of Foucault's career is 
called archeology, and the related key terms are discourse and the history of madness and sanity. The second half of his 
career is called genealogy, and the related key terms include power relations, power/knowledge, resistance, discipline. 
Therefore, this research is to find out the representation of these key terms in the two plays, The Hothouse and The Dumb 
Waiter. In order to do so, the research is to answer to some research questions as follows: 

1. How do the networks of power in the two plays by Harold Pinter ( The Hothouse and The Dumb Waiter) try to 
work through introducing themselves as the only way to truth, knowledge, and freedom? 

2. What are the disciplinary techniques that the networks of power use in order to make the subjects docile 
bodies? 

3. Why are Roote and his fellows in The Hothouse as well as Gus in The Dumb Waiter condemned to death 
and stifling? 

4. Is there any trace of resistance in these two plays? If there is any, is it successful or condemned to failure? 

2. ARCHEOLOGY: THE FIRST PERIOD IN FOUCAULT’S CAREER 

In order to provide the readers with a general background on Foucault's idea, the paper, first, focuses on theoretical 
and methodological considerations. As mentioned before, the first period in Foucault's career refers to archeological period 
in which he focuses on archeological methodology. Foucault is usually treated as a philosopher, but, in fact, all of his books 
are histories, from The History of Madness to The History of Sexuality. However, he saw his historical work as quite different 
from standard work in history of ideas and characterized it in distinctive terms, first as archeology of thought and later as 
genealogy. But Foucault himself believes that these approaches do not exclude each other rather each approach is 
discovered to be an implicit interest of earlier one for which it served as the moving force. Thus, Foucault insists that the 
question of power relations, which characterizes his genealogy, was what his archeology was usually about. Through using 
archeological methodology, Foucault instead of the study of ‘arche’ or 'origin', examines the archive by which Foucault 
means the system that establish statements as events and things. According to Gutting, a critic, archive is the set of 
discourses that conditions what counts as knowledge in a particular period (1998, p. 29). Indeed, Foucault believes that at 
any given period in a given domain, there are some constraints on how people are able to think. So the archeologist is 
interested in the set of constraints that make a particular way of thinking unthinkable for centuries (2007, p. 78). So what is 
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going in the minds of scientists, philosophers, or ordinary people in a given period is not so important but what is really 
important in an archeologist’s opinion, are the underlying structures that form the context for their thinking. According to 
Foucault, there is a prominent episteme in each period, by episteme he means a set of conflicting discursive frameworks and 
pressures which operate across a social body, and interact with each other, and these conditions how people think, know, 
and write(1994, p. 47). 

2.1. The History of Madness and Sanity 

In order to get more familiar with Foucault's archeology, it is suggested to focus on the history of madness and sanity 
according to Foucault’s archeological method. For us, as modern men, mad and mentally ill are synonyms. However, it has 
to be kept in mind that the mad have not always been regarded as suffering from an illness. For example, they were said to 
be possessed by the devil. Therefore, they were chained and treated like animals. However, Philip Pinel protested against 
chaining the mad like animals and went to the house of confinement and released them. So he is regarded as a hero and 
compassionate man who rejected superstitions in favor of scientifically based treatment. But Foucault believes that truth is 
quite different (1988a, p. 243). The mad were freed from the chains and physical abuse, and were placed in a convenient 
setting. But in this setting they were strictly monitored for any deviations from conventional behavior. In other words, one 
must adjust himself to the norms and standards known as the criteria for sanity; otherwise, he is judged as insane. So 
Foucault rejects the picture of Pinel as humanitarian, and he believes modern asylum is not a free realm of observation, 
diagnosis, and therapeutics, but a judicial space where one is accused, judged and condemned (1988a, p. 269). Indeed, 
Foucault does not deny that a psychotic is a psychotic rather he argues that the standards and norms of sanity are 
determined by networks of power and a deviation from them is judged as abnormality, insanity, or madness. According to 
Foucault some certain types of behavior have begun to be characterized as aberrant and indicative of mental illness. If 
people display aberrant behavior they are stigmatized as being non-productive and mentally ill, so they must be confined and 
undergo mental treatment. 

2.2. Discourse 

Another key term related to Foucault's archeological period is discourse. Like other Marxists, such as Luis Althusser, 
Foucault also questions the type of knowledge which we assume that every one would accept as self evidently true. Indeed, 
Foucault instead of considering that language simply reflects an undergoing reality asserts that discourse determines the 
reality that we perceive. Indeed, Seldon and Widdowson argue that according to Foucault power, in politics, art, and science 
is gained through discourse (1993, p. 160). Foucault defines discourse as all utterances and statements which have been 
made, which have meaning and which have some effects (2006, p. 27-8). The notion of exclusion is very important in 
Foucault’s thinking of discourse. That is, there is a complex set of practices that try to keep some statements in circulation, 
and keep other statements out of circulation. Discourse should be seen as a system which structures the way that we 
perceive reality. According to Foucault in every society the production of discourse is controlled, selected and organized by a 
certain number of external procedures: these procedures include three exclusions: taboo, the distinction between the mad 
and the sane and the distinction between true and false. (1981, cited in Mills, 2005, p. 57-8). All these procedures are 
concerned with classifying, distributing, and ordering discourse and their function is to distinguish between those who are 
authorized to speak and those who are not. Therefore, discourse should be seen as both an overall term to refer to all 
statements, the rules whereby those statements are formed and the process whereby those statements are excluded. 

3. GENEALOGY: THE SECOND PERIOD IN FOUCAULT’S CAREER 

As argued before the second phase in Foucault’s career is called genealogy. Although archeology is quite capable of 
describing the conceptual system underlying a practice, it is not suited to describe the effects of a practice. It is a structural, 
synchronic mode of analysis, not a causal diachronic method. So in writing Discipline S Punish, Foucault tried to use an 
adequate method of causal explanation to complement archeology. This method is called genealogy. The important point is 
that the two methodologies are not completely distinct and separate, but the second one is a complemented and developed 
form of the first one. Now we have to focus on some key terms related to Foucault's genealogical methodology including 
power relations, power/ knowledge, disciplinary practices (panopticism), resistance. 

3.1. Power Relations 

Power is often considered as the capacity of powerful agents to realize their will over the will of powerless people 
and the ability to force them to do things which they do not wish to do. Power is often seen as a possession, something 
which is held by those in power. However, Foucault criticizes this view arguing that power is something which is performed, 
something more like a strategy than a possession. Power is something which circulates; it functions in the form of the chain. 
Power is employed and exercised through a net-like organization. Individuals are sometimes vehicles of power not just its 
point of application (1990, p. 135). 

3.2. Power/ Knowledge 

Foucault is very concerned with how it is that we know some thing, and the process whereby something becomes 
established as a fact. Indeed, Foucault is interested in the process of exclusion which leads to the production of certain 
discourses rather than others. He believes that in order for something to be established as a fact or true, other equally valid 
statements have to be denied. So Foucault holds the idea that it is not some special thinkers who develop some certain 
ideas or theories but it is some institutional process at work which establishes something as a fact or knowledge (1990, p. 
69). 


3.3. Discipline and Punish 

In old societies punishment focused on body and physic of the individual in the form of torture; however, Foucault 
believes that modern networks of power instead of focusing on individual’s body focuses on individual's mind or psyche. 
Discipline in Foucault’s idea is a gentler way of controlling, a product of a more civilized, and more human 
punishment. In Foucault’s idea, modern disciplinary practices take their model of Benthham’s panoptic tower in 1 
prison. It is an architectural device which refers to a way of arranging people in prison in such way that it is possible to see all 
of the inmates without the observer being seen and without any of the prisoners having access to one another. The 
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technique now in modern societies is used in different institutions such as schools, universities, factories, hospitals, etc. Now 
the individual himself or herself plays both roles. The oppressor may well be absent, but the individual has internalized the 
behavioral code of the oppressor, and will behave as though the oppressor still is watching. Foucault does not believe that 
the change from physical torture to disciplinary practices is because of humanitarian purposes. But it is just a development in 
the ways of controlling. It is a new way for better and more effective exercise of power on individuals. Foucault believes that 
through using three different procedures disciplinary practices are enacted and exercised on individuals: hierarchical 
observation, controlling the individuals through observing them. Normalizing judgment, that is, the individuals are not judged 
based on rightness and wrongness of their actions, but based on comparison between their actions, the norms and the 
standards as determined by the network of power. The final procedure is examination which is a combination of both 
hierarchical observation and the normalizing judgment. That is, through observing the individuals the network of power tries 
to control the individuals, and to make them adjust themselves to norms and standards (1991a, p. 172). 

3.4. Resistance 

According to Foucault, power relation is not always negative and oppressive because it may lead to resistance 
because as Foucault argues wherever there is power, there is resistance too (1990, p. 12). In Foucault’s idea, power can be 
productive and positive because it may result in resistance. It does not mean that power uses resistance or contains it 
instead resistance is the opposite point of power relations, and it is not always condemned to failing. 

4. THE APPLICATION OF FOUCAULT’S KEY TERMS TO PINTER’S PLAYS 

Foucault's ideas and theories can be easily traced in Pinter’s two plays: The Hothouse and The Dumb Waiter. This 
part of the paper focuses on Pinter’s plays in order to look for the clues of Foucault’s idea in these two interesting plays. First 
plot summaries of the two plays have to be provided. The Hothouse which has its setting in an institution which seems to be 
an asylum (mental hospital) wherein the patients are called by some numbers rather than by their own names. The institution 
is administered by some seemingly sane personals of which Roote is the strict and inflexible leader. There are some other 
characters within the play named Gibbs, Lush and Miss Cutts who are the staffs of the sanatorium. The murder of one of the 
patients, and the rape of another one make the administrators of the mental hospital find the person(s) who is (are) 
responsible for the criminal deeds. At last through the rebellion of the patients against the so-called psychoanalysts, the 
surprising secret is revealed to the readers. Roote, the head of the hospital, has been responsible for occurrence of such 
disasters. 

The Dumb Waiter is a one-act play by Harold Pinter. Two hit-men Ben and Gus are waiting in a basement-like room 
for their assignment. When the action begins Ben, the senior member of the team, is reading a newspaper, and Gus, the 
junior one, is trying his shoes. During the play Ben is mostly concerned with reading newspaper and sometimes reads some 
parts of the newspaper to Gus in order to change the topic of conversation. Gus asks a lot of questions during the play. In 
the back of the room, there is a dumbwaiter which delivers occasional food orders. This is odd and mysterious, and the 
characters seem to be confused. They send up the foods that Gus has brought along. Finally, they decide to inform the 
people above via the dumbwaiter's speaking tube that there is no food. At last, Gus leaves the room to go to bathroom. The 
dumbwaiter’s speaking tube whistles which shows that there is a person on the other end, and wishes to communicate. Ben 
listens carefully, and we can infer from his replies that the victim has arrived, and is on his way to the room. Ben calls for Gus 
who is still out of the room. The door gets open, Ben turns to it with his gun, and Gus enters without his gun, waistcoat, 
Jacket and tie. The two stare at each other with silence, and then the curtain comes down. The implication is that Gus is the 
person that Ben has been employed to kill. 

4.1. The Hothouse : A Place for Separating the Mad from the Sane 

According to Foucault, the asylum in The Hothouse is a place for separating the mad from the sane. Indeed, an 
asylum based on Foucault’s argument is not a place of observation, diagnosis, or therapy, but rather a trial where those who 
do not adjust themselves to norms and values are accused, judged and condemned to mental treatment. In fact, the 
separation between the mad and the sane in The Hothouse is evident. We deal with some mentally ill (mad) patients in this 
play that are under the psychoanalytical therapies or treatments in this institution and they are judged as mad or insane 
because they have not adjusted themselves to the behavior accepted as the normal within the society. Indeed, according to 
Foucault, there is no humanitarian motivation behind the confinement of those psychotics in this asylum, but they are here to 
be cured mentally and to be returned to the normal society for which they must have some utility and productivity. 

4.2. The Dominant Discourse in The Hothouse & The Dumb Waiter 

As mentioned before there are three procedures through which external exclusions in forming a particular discourse 
take place. We can see all three procedures in The Hothouse. The first one is taboo. Taboo is a form of prohibition since it 
makes it difficult to speak about certain subjects such as death and sexuality, and constrains the way we talk about those 
subjects. The raping of one of the patients in the asylum, and the murder of another one both are examples of taboo. 

Roote: How's 6457 getting on? 

Gibbs: He’s dead, sir. 

Roote: Dead? (The Hothouse, p. 13) 

Roote (deliberately): well, how is 6459 getting on? 

Gibbs: She’s given birth to a boy, sir. 

Roote: She... has... What? (The Hothouse, p. 35-6) 

In other words, based on the dominant discourse of the mental hospital it is forbidden for the patients to have sexual 
relationship unless it is proved that having sexual intercourse will help to their well being. In such cases according to Roote 
asylum’s staffs are allowed to have sexual relationship with the patients based on the dominant discourse in The Hothouse. 

Roote: If a member of the staff decides that for the good of a female patient some degree of copulation is necessary 
then two birds are killed with one stone! It does no harm to either party. 

(The Hothouse, p. 43) 
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The distinction between the sane and the mad is the second external procedure which leads to the production of 
dominant discourse. In other words, the speeches of those who have been considered to be insane are not attended to. It is 
treated as if it did not exist. The statements of those who are considered sane have authority. The distinction between the 
sane and the mad is very clear in The Hothouse. There are some seemingly sane people who are psychoanalytic experts so 
their statements have authority, and they are the dominant group. In opposite side, there are those who suffer from mental 
disease, and are considered as insane. So the dominant discourse requires the mental patient to be confined in such place 
in order to be cured and returned to normal life. 

Roote: One of the purposes of this establishment is to instill that confidence in each and every one of them, that 
confidence which will one day enable them to say ' lam... Gubbins', for example. ( The Hothouse, p. 22) 

The last procedure is the distinction between true and false. The statements of those who are in position of authority 
are considered to be true, and other statements or utterances outside are considered as false. For example, in The 
Hothouse, no matter how false and unbelievable the utterances, statements and maxims of the experts of hospitals 
concerning the attempts for curing the patients are, they are considered as true just because their speakers who are the 
experts within the asylum are all authorized. But the critical readers know that the ultimate purpose of asylum is making 
some ideal subjects, and producing some docile bodies. In The Dumb Waiter also the dominant discourse is that is 
determined by the dominant network of power. The linguistic rules or structures within the play can be regarded as the 
representations of discourse. It seems that Gus is not obedient to the dominant discourse because he believes that light the 
gas is correct not light the kettle, but Ben who is the ideal and obedient subject to the network of power insists that the 
correct and accepted statement is light the kettle. It is interesting that light the gas seems more logical and correct than light 
the kettle. Therefore, as Gus does not accept the authorized and dominant discourse set by the network of power, he is 
judged as a rebellious subject and is condemned to death at end. 

Ben: Go and light it. 

Gus: Light what? 

Ben: The kettle. 

Gus: You mean the gas. 

Ben: If I say go and light the kettle I mean go and light the kettle. 

Gus: I’ve never heard it. 

Ben: Light the kettle! It's common usage! (The Dumb Waiter, p. 97-8) 

4.3. Power Relations in The Hothouse and The Dumb Waiter 

In The Hothouse, the relation between the patients and psychiatrists can be analyzed in terms of Foucault’s power 
relations. Power is not exercised and enacted through special limited individuals or certain institutions. But, it is enacted 
through different institutions among which one is mental hospital. In such place we deal with new and modern form of 
enactment of power. The mental patients in such a place are under the strict disciplinary practices in order to be changed to 
some obedient normal subjects or docile bodies. So the purpose is not taking humanitarian approaches in curing the mental 
patients, but employing new and modern ways of normalization. In The Dumb Waiter also we deal with a network of power of 
which Gus and Ben are agents. They are some vehicles for the exercise of power. They seem to be agents of a repressive 
network of power, and their duty is to kill those who do not adjust themselves to the norms and rules set by the network of 
power. But, of course, there are some reasons that Ben is a more obedient subject in comparison to Gus; for example, 
during the play Ben is always concerned with reading newspaper. This shows that he is an obedient subject to the network of 
power, and tries to achieve knowledge set by the network of power through reading newspaper. Flowever, Gus seems to 
have no utility for the network of power any more in that he is occupied with some common place affairs such as tying his 
shoe laces, yawning, and wandering off. As he is neither a useful agent to power nor a docile body any more, he must be 
stifled at the end. That is why even in ranking Ben is senior and Gus is junior. 

Ben is lying on a bed, left, reading a paper. Gus is sitting on a bed, right, tying his shoelaces, with difficulty.... Gus 
ties his laces, rises, yawns and begins to walk slowly to the door. He stops, looks down and shakes his foot. Ben lowers his 
paper and watches him. Gus kneels and unties his shoe-lace and slowly takes off the shoe.... Gus reenters, left, and halts at 
the door, scratching his head. Ben slams down the paper. (The Dumb Waiter, p. 85) 

4.4. Power/ Knowledge in The Hothouse & The Dumb Waiter 

The term power/ knowledge can be easily traced in The Hothouse. One of the representations of the term power/ 
knowledge in the play refers to Lamb’s brainwashing process. It can be discussed that in one way Lamb’s brainwashing 
process is a strategy used by the dominant group, the psychiatrists, through which they try to change Lamb to an object of 
study in order to produce their own ideal knowledge. It seems that the brainwashing process is just like a Christian 
confession procedure practiced by the modern priests, psychiatrists, by which the agents of the dominant network of power 
try to make the seemingly quiet Lamb confess and consequently be condemned to disciplinary practices and punishment. 

The light, which is red, flicks on and off. Silence. Suddenly Lamb jolts rigid, his hands go to his earphones, he is 
propelled from the chairs, falls to his knees, twisting from side to side, still clutching his earphones, emitting high-pitched 
cries. 

Cutts: Would you say you were an excitable person? 

Lamb: Not... not unduly, no. 

Gibbs: Would you say you were a moody person? 

Lamb: Moody? No, I wouldn't say I was mood-well, sometimes occasionally I- 

Cutts: Do you ever get fits of depression 

Lamb: Well, I wouldn't call them depression, exactly- 

(The Hothouse, p. 68-78) 



Journal of Language and Literature, ISSN: 2078-0303, Vol. 6. No. 2. 2015 


The fact that the patients in the asylum are called by numbers rather than by their actual names refers to the fact that 
the patients are treated as some documents or objects of study for achieving knowledge. In this hospital, even having sexual 
relationship with the patients based some rules and considerations is allowed if it helps to much effectiveness of acquiring 
knowledge about the condition of patients on the part of agents of power for better exercise and maintenance of power 
relations. In other words, the agents of the network of power in this hospital try to acquire their own ideal knowledge even in 
cost of the sexual abuse of the mental patients. The network of power in The Dumb waiter tries to construct its ideal 
knowledge as fact which is given to the individuals through newspaper. Unlike Ben who is very interested in so-called facts in 
the newspaper, and tries to insist that they are approved and in this way can be regarded as a useful agent to the network of 
power, Gus hearing the news on the paper calls them unbelievable. That is, he rebels against the knowledge determined and 
defined by the network of power. 

Ben: What about this? Listen to this! A man of eighty- seven wanted to cross the road. But there was a lot of traffic, 
see? He couldn't see how he was going to squeeze through. So he crawled under a lorry. 

Gus: It's unbelievable. ( The Dumb Waiter, p. 86) 

In this basement-like room there is no window, which suggests that the knowledge is given to them as the network of 
power wishes; however, Gus hopes for a window or view which implies his tendency for acquiring extensive knowledge and 
truth as he himself perceives not as it is imposed on him by the network of power. 

Gus: I wouldn't like to live in this dump. I wouldn't mind if you had a window, you could see what it looked like 

outside. 

Ben: What do you want a window for? 

Gus: Well. I like to have a bit of view, Ben. It whiles away the time. (The Dumb Waiter, p. 89-90) 

4.5. Disciplinary Practices in The Hothouse and The Dumb Waiter 

In The Hothouse we deal with strict disciplinary practices. For example, the sound-proof room, and the large number 
of gates whose closing takes almost two hours all suggest that in this mental hospital the patients are controlled through 
different disciplinary practices. 

Lamb: It takes me two hours and six minutes, approximately, to try every gate and door, then I can stand still for ten 
minutes, then off I go again,... (The Hothouse, p. 34) 

Brainwashing process of Lamb is also another example of disciplinary practices which in comparison to pre-modern 
forms of discipline and punishment which focuses more on body deals with the mind of the individuals. The patients in this 
hospital are considered as abnormal, and they must be under absolute discipline and control. That is why 6459 is not 
allowed to have a child. 

In The Dumb Waiter, the point that the two men always must do their assignment according to some strict pre¬ 
determined instructions such as going to and returning from the place of mission in darkness, or not being aware of the name 
and address of the place, or even the city as well as being obliged to remain in the place, and not leaving it until to the end of 
mission, or spending a lot of time in just a basement- like room with no view or window to see outside all suggest some strict 
disciplinary practices exercised on those two men by the network of power. They do not have much leisure time or holiday 
because they do not have to waste their time. They must have utility to power. Therefore, through all those disciplinary 
practices the network of power has made some docile bodies to obey its instructions and its wishes. For example, at the end 
of the play automatic reviewing of the instructions for shooting at the victim one by one by the two men implies that the 
network of power through applying the disciplinary strategies makes the individuals do what it asks them to do exactly as it 
wants. 

Ben: Let me give you your instructions. When we get the call, you go over and stand behind the door. 

Gus: Stand behind the door. 

Ben: If there’s a knock on the door you don't answer it. 

Gus: If there’s a knock on the door I don't answer it. 

(The Dumb Waiter, p. 114-16) 

4.6. Resistance 

As there is a network of power working in The Hothouse, there is some sort of resistance on the part of the patients 
against the hospital’s staffs. Foucault believes that although resistance and revolution may change some aspects of society, 
the net work of power would treat people in almost the same ways as before; that is, the power would suppress those who 
react against its politics, for instance. This is what happens in The Hothouse. Although the patients make some resistance, it 
just leads to the subversion of Roote who is a useful agent of power no longer, and that is what the Ministry aims. The 
Ministry which is the representative of the network of power remains stable and safe. It is to replace Gibbs for Roote as the 
next head of the asylum, and loyal agent of the network of power. In The Dumb Waiter, it is Gus who shows some sort of 
resistance against the dominant network of power in some ways like nagging and complaining, asking a lot of questions, and 
even questioning the network of power. That is why he is the victim of their mission this time. 

Ben: What’s the matter with you? You're always asking me questions. 

Gus: No, I was just wondering. (The Dumb Waiter, p. 99) 

In other words, in both plays Pinter holds the idea that resistance to power is condemned to death and stifling. 

5. CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, we can argue that there are some repressive dominant networks of power in these two plays working 
through some disciplinary practices, and punishing strategies as well as discourse in order to control the individual, and 
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make some obedient ideal docile bodies out of them, and to impose their own ideal knowledge as well discourse on them for 
their own better exercise and maintenance. There are some individuals in both plays who resist against the network of power 
in some ways, and do not obey the rules, and norms set by the dominant network of power, so they must be punished; 
therefore, it can be claimed that their resistance in both plays in some way is condemned to failure, and the rebellious 
individuals have to be stifled or silenced in different ways. 
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